FROM THIRTY YEARS WITH FREUD
qu'on tue." There is little doubt that official dis-
belief can live very comfortably alongside of
unofficial belief.
This unconscious insincerity regarding religion
would naturally alter the course of the conversation.
The opponent would probably accede to most of
Freud's arguments and demonstrations, declare that
he was himself an atheist, and yet cling uncon-
sciously to the faith he had denied.   It would be
especially hard to reason with him just because he
apparently   shares   our  views.     Similarly,   many
obsessional neurotics will accept fully all the results
of analysis, but will nevertheless cling to their illness.
Freud assures us that he himself considers his
book quite harmless.   He warns, however, of the
fierce reactions it will call forth and of the discredit-
ing effect it will have upon psycho-analysis.  Since
the appearance of The Future of an Illusion I have
heard all kinds of objections to\it, and none of them
has been from the religious plpint of view.   I am
prepared to refute them all, b^it I shall spare the
religious objections, for these cokitradict themselves.
The first assertion is that religion is unimportant
today and that Freud exaggerates its importance
for the human psyche.   I do liot believe this.   I
think the importance of religiom in the psyche has
not yet been sufficiently appreciated or investi-
gated by psycho-analysis.   Freud, is still arguing in
the spirit of the eighteenth centuiry, these objectors
claim; his reasoning continues tlfce direct tradition
of the Enlightenment.   It is all iso old-fashioned.
Note that here, for once, psycho-aimalysis is attacked
for lacking originality.   0 quae mut&itio rerum !
Freud has, of course, emphaticalliy indicated that
views similar to his have been the coimmon property
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